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Hyatts oovm, lid. 20734 



Iiear iir. Weisberg: 



Your book I.1U3 readied me while I was bed- 
ridden; thus I Imediately had an opportunity of 
browsing throu.^h it. Tos, I raerely browsed, 
because much of the material is sufficiently well 
Icnown to me to have enabled me to skip many of 
the detailed accounts of which I had been made 
aware before. 

I VTant to respond to your invitation of 
comments, and I also vash to be friendly in this 
letter. But I shall not let my friendliness 
limit my comments. 

I feel that you are much too conceited 
about your book. In itself this would be tolerable 
were it not that you also belittle others, unfairly 
and improperly. It is simply not true that '*In two 
and a half years since that tra:rlc day in Dallas... 
not a single publisher /has/ come out with a sin- 
gle substantial book.” In my evaluation, there 
have been a number of such substantial books. If 
those which heretofore appeared have not been 
substantial, then yours could be considered such 
even less. Por I have found your book, in the main, 
to be merely a reiteration of research, anal37sis 
and criticism by others. Instead of generoiisly 
acknowledging their work and services you belittle 
them and then ine^cnlicably by implication lay zhe 
claim to yours being the '’definitive a.nd responsible 
treatment of the sub;)ect...” Dir, it is absolutely 
nothing of the sort. There certainly seems to 
ejcist an inverse proportion between the praise you 
reserve for yourself and that which you dish out 
to others. 
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;oi.u’ lisroic account of the liiotory of efforts to_^haye 
your boolc 'ou.hXished doss not invoice ni * coiixidence. ihe j.acfc 
of the mattei' is that a nucioer of boo'cs — certainly no less^ 
subctantial than youri5--’aave been jubliched on "chis oubjscc. 
i'he fact of the aatter is that for the end of June is sche- 
duled the publication of vliat I have reason to believe 
an exitreaeiv sis-nificant boolc to be iss-ued by a large oublish- 
ing house. ’ ihile I au avrare that there are many publishers >;ho 
:-rould not touch the subject, primarily because they believe 
cublic interest to have siyaificautlj subsided, there are 
others vmo v/ould and r-rill. I also thinlc that you are unavrare 
of the biii difference that exists betvreen the American press 
and booh publishing industry. Vihlle the former is extremely' 
monolithic, as far as bodes are concerned lay e^cperience tells 
me that any bode, whatever its subject and whatever its point 
of view, if only competently OTitten, can be published by a 
leffitimate American publisher. I'alc'.nv ail this into considera- 
tion, it is just possible that your Inflated opinion of yo\rr 
own bode somehow distorted your perception of the difficulties 
you encountered in publishing it. A further indicai.loci of^fcnis 
1b found in jov.r preface when you quote initial publishers' 
i-esponoes, prior to their raanuscript reading, as if such 
responses could conceivably amount to commitments, and insoeaa 
of sneculatihg on what uight have happened to those initial 
responses in the procec--.3 of manuscript reading, you automatically 
construe the disappearance of their interest as proof of unethical 
considerations or w'hat-not. 

many, if not all, of above reservations would be 
undone if your bode were truly a definitive worh, if it hit 
one betweexi one's eyes with the power of radically new aiaterial. 
Since, your self-evaluation notTrithstanding, it does nothing of 
the sort, what under other ciroumstancaa might have bean minor' 
reservations become in j’’our case major ones. 

L-act, I ara soiag to ash you for somethin j highly unusual: 
desnite the fact that this letter is bound to displeawe you, 
please try, if you can, to consider it on merit. 

Alncflsr 
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